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the restitution of individual and communal
property, and for other purposes.

Whereas the Holocaust was one of the most
tragic and complex horrors in this century,
and survivors of that catastrophe are now
reaching the end of their lives;

Whereas among the many atrocities com-
mitted by the Nazis was their systematic ef-
fort to confiscate property illegally and
wrongfully from individuals, institutions,
and communities solely because of religion
or ethnicity;

Whereas the Nazi regime used foreign fi-
nancial institutions to launder and hold
property illegally confiscated from Holo-
caust victims, and some foreign financial in-
stitutions violated their fiduciary duty to
their customers by converting to their own
use financial assets belonging to Holocaust
victims and denying heirs of these victims
access to these assets through restrictive
regulations and unreasonable interpretation
of those regulations;

Whereas in the post-Communist period of
transition many of the countries of Central
and Eastern Europe have begun to enact
legal procedures for the restitution of prop-
erty confiscated or stolen from victims of
the Holocaust to communities and to indi-
vidual survivors of the Holocaust and their
heirs;

Whereas, despite the enactment of legisla-
tion and the establishment of institutions to
restore confiscated property in a number of
countries, progress has been slow, difficult,
and painful, and some countries have estab-
lished restrictions which require those whose
properties have been wrongfully plundered to
reside in or be a current citizen of the coun-
try from which they now seek restitution or
compensation;

Whereas the Tripartite Gold Commission
has now concluded its activities, and under
the leadership of the United States estab-
lished an international Nazi Persecutees’ Re-
lief Fund, reached agreement with most of
the countries which had gold on deposit with
the Tripartite Gold Commission to donate
their shares to this Persecutees’ Fund, and
the United States has pledged to contribute
$25 million to this Fund;

Whereas two significant agreements have
recently been reached, the first between Hol-
ocaust survivors and private Swiss banks
and the second between Holocaust survivors
and European insurance companies, which
represent significant first steps in the inter-
national effort to provide belated justice to
survivors and victims of the Holocaust and
their heirs;

Whereas the Department of State and the
United States Holocaust Memorial Museum
will co-host the Washington Conference on
Holocaust-Era Assets later this year in order
to review current efforts, share research
across national borders, renew efforts to
open Nazi-era archives, and spur greater
progress on the restitution of Holocaust-era
assets; and

Whereas there is a growing international
consensus and sense of urgency that, after a
half century of indifference and inaction,
justice must be obtained for victims and sur-
vivors of the Holocaust and their heirs; Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the great responsibility
which the United States has to Holocaust
survivors and their families, many of whom
are American citizens, to continue to treat
the issue of Holocaust-era assets as a high
priority and to encourage other governments
to do the same;

(2) commends the agencies of the United
States government for their untiring efforts
and for the example they have set, including
the publication of the May 1997 and June 1998

reports on U.S. and Allied Efforts to Recover
or Restore Gold and Other Assets Stolen or
Hidden by Germany in World War II and the
efforts to return such assets to their rightful
owners;

(3) commends those organizations which
have played a critical role in the effort to as-
sure compensation and/or restitution for sur-
vivors of the Holocaust, and in particular to
the World Jewish Congress and the World
Jewish Restitution Organization;

(4) welcomes the convening of the Wash-
ington Conference on Holocaust-Era Assets
later this year by the United States Holo-
caust Memorial Museum and the Department
of State and expresses the hope that this
conference will contribute to the sharing of
information and will spur greater progress
on the restitution of Holocaust-era assets;

(5) commends those countries which have
instituted procedures for the restitution of
individual and communal property con-
fiscated from Holocaust victims, and urges
those governments which have not estab-
lished such procedures to adopt fair and
transparent legislation and regulations nec-
essary for such restitution;

(6) calls upon countries in transition in
Central and Eastern Europe to remove cer-
tain citizenship or residency prerequisites
for individual survivors of the Holocaust
seeking restitution of confiscated property;

(7) notes that former Communist countries
which seek to become members of the North
Atlantic Alliance and other international or-
ganizations must recognize that a part of the
process of international integration involves
the enactment of laws which safeguard and
protect property rights that are similar to
those in democratic countries which do not
require artificial citizenship and residency
requirements for restitution or compensa-
tion;

(8) commends those countries which have
established significant commissions, such as
the Presidential Advisory Commission on
Holocaust Assets in the United States, to
conduct research into matters relating to
Holocaust-era assets, to assure that informa-
tion developed by these commissions is pub-
licly available, to complete their major his-
torical research efforts, and to contribute to
the major funds established to benefit needy
Holocaust survivors no later than December
31, 1999;

(9) commends those countries and organi-
zations which have opened their archives and
made public records and documents relating
to the Nazi era, and urges all countries and
organizations, including the United Nations,
the Holy See, the International Committee
of the Red Cross and national Red Cross or-
ganizations, to assure that all materials re-
lating to that era are fully accessible to the
public;

(10) urges all countries to develop and in-
clude as a part of their educational curricu-
lum material on the Holocaust, the history
of the Second World War, the evils of dis-
crimination and persecution of racial, ethnic
or religious minorities, and the consequences
of the failure to respect human rights;

(11) appreciates the efforts of the govern-
ment of Germany for successfully concluding
an agreement with the Conference on Mate-
rial Claims Against Germany on matters
concerning restitution for Holocaust sur-
vivors from Central and Eastern Europe who
have not yet received restitution, and urges
the government of Germany to continue to
negotiate with the Claims Conference to ex-
pand the eligibility criteria to ensure that
all needy Holocaust survivors receive res-
titution;

(12) urges all countries to continue aggres-
sive investigation and prosecution of individ-
uals who may have been involved in Nazi-era
war crimes, such as the Government of Ger-

many which should investigate Dr. Hans
Joachim Sewering for war crimes of active
euthanasia and crimes against humanity
committed during World War II;

(13) urges countries, especially Israel, Rus-
sia, Poland, and other Central and East Eu-
ropean nations, and organizations such as
the International Committee of the Red
Cross and Israel’s Jewish Agency to coordi-
nate efforts to help reunite family members
separated during the Holocaust; and

(14) directs the Clerk of the House to trans-
mit a copy of this resolution to the Sec-
retary of State and requests that the Sec-
retary transmit copies to all relevant par-
ties.
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RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENT
AUTHORITIES ACT OF 1997

SPEECH OF

HON. LANE EVANS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 25, 1998

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in op-
position to granting fast track trade negotiating
authority. I oppose this legislation because of
the adverse effects that the North American
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), which was
negotiated under ‘‘fast track’’ authority, has
had upon working American families.

There is no question that NAFTA’s track
record has had an adverse effect on U.S.
wages. This country has lost over a quarter of
a million jobs. In my home state of Illinois, 23
companies have moved to Mexico as a result
of NAFTA. Instead of the old, failed ‘‘fast
track’’, we need a trade negotiating authority
that gives the President the tools to negotiate
trade agreements that reflect the wishes of
most Americans—fair, responsible trade that
protects the environment, working families and
public health.

We have much to lose with this vote. U.S.
taxpayers have invested billions to establish
and maintain one of the safest food supplies
in the world. Yet we undermine consumer pro-
tection by allowing food to be imported from
countries where health and safety standards
either do not exist or are not enforced. Under
NAFTA, food imports from Mexico and Can-
ada have dramatically overburdened the Food
and Drug Administration’s ability to adequately
inspect food imports. More and more we hear
of illnesses caused from foreign foods. We
need to make international bodies and foreign
governments with weaker standards account-
able if we are to protect the health of all Amer-
icans. Granting fast track authority will only
threaten the safety of our food supply.

As a representative from the Corn Belt, I un-
derstand our farmers are struggling through
tough times with commodity prices that are the
lowest they’ve been in years. However, trade
negotiations take years. Our farmers need im-
mediate relief. We should be looking at ways
to put money in their pockets where they most
need it and ways to help our trading partners
get back on their economic feet. Fast track is
not the cure-all to the farm crisis, it is, at the
moment, a distraction.

Without labor, food safety, and environ-
mental provisions in the fast track legislation,
we have no guarantee that these issues will
ever be addressed. I am not willing to risk the
health and safety of my constituents on an au-
thority that cannot safeguard their well-being.
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Lets fix the problems we have with unfair
trade negotiations, lets not add to them. I urge
all my colleagues to vote no on fast track.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ASA HUTCHINSON
OF ARKANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 28, 1998

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, during Roll
Call Vote #466, I was unavoidably detained
while engaged in Congressional duties. Had I
been present, I would have voted Aye.
f

UNIFIED STRATEGY NEEDED TO
FIGHT TERRORISM

HON. IKE SKELTON
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 28, 1998

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, the August 7
bombings outside U.S. embassies in Nairobi,
Kenya, and Dar-es-Salaam, Tanzania, were
the latest crimes to be added to a growing list
of terrorists attacks where Americans died bru-
tally, without warning, and unnecessarily.
These bombings join a list which includes the
World Trade Center in New York City, Khobar
Towers in Saudi Arabia, and the Federal
Building in Oklahoma City.

Our Nation did respond to the killing of 12
Americans and nearly 300 Kenyans and Tan-
zanians. Based on evidence that further at-
tacks were planned, United States armed
forces struck terrorist-related facilities in Af-
ghanistan and Sudan, targeting one of the
most active terrorist bases in the world and a
factory involved in the production of materials
for chemical weapons. Two suspects have
been arrested and others are being pursued.
But in this tragedy’s aftermath, the U.S. must
also learn from the incidents and take steps to
ensure that our citizens and installations are
protected in the future.

Since June of 1997, I have released four re-
ports prepared by the General Accounting Of-
fice (GAO) detailing U.S. efforts to combat ter-
rorism. The first report, entitled, ‘‘Combating
Terrorism: Status of DOD Efforts to Protect its
Forces Overseas,’’ dealt with anti-terrorism. It
concluded that uniform security standards
were necessary to ensure the safety of Ameri-
cans around the world.

In September of 1997, GAO released a sec-
ond report entitled, ‘‘Combating Terrorism:
Federal Agencies’ Efforts to Implement Na-
tional Security Policy and Strategy.’’ This re-
port focused on counter terrorism—those of-
fensive measures for deterring, resolving, and
managing terrorist acts. It outlined specific
roles and responsibilities of the 40 Federal de-
partments, agencies, and bureaus involved in
counter terrorism, as well as their respective
capabilities.

‘‘Combating Terrorism: Spending on Gov-
ernmentwide Programs Requires Better Man-
agement and Coordination’’ was released in
December of 1997. This third GAO report fo-
cused on total government-wide spending lev-
els to combat terrorism. While it revealed that
a significant amount of resources—more than
$7 billion a year—were committed annually to

combat terrorism, there were some defi-
ciencies, including the absence of regular gov-
ernment-wide priorities, and the lack of an as-
sessment process to coordinate and focus
government efforts. Moreover, the report found
that no government office or entity maintained
the authority to enforce coordination.

In its fourth report, ‘‘Combating Terrorism:
Threat and Risk Assessments Can Help
Prioritize and Target Program Investments,’’
GAO reviewed the implementation of the 1996
Defense Against Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Act, popularly known as the Defense De-
partment’s Nunn-Lugar-Domenici program. It
recommended the adoption of a formal threat
and risk assessment process to enhance state
and local capabilities and suggested that the
FBI lead this effort.

These GAO reports marked the first attempt
by any government agency to take a com-
prehensive look at federal activities to fight ter-
rorism. While we learned a great deal from
these reports, we still have a long way to go.
As the work of the GAO has helped us dis-
cover, our approach may be fundamentally
flawed: Too many different federal agencies
and local governments possess existing or
emerging capabilities for responding to a ter-
rorist attack; there are uneven and nearly in-
compatible levels of expertise; and our efforts
are complicated by duplication and poor com-
munication. To put it simply, with so many
agencies involved, the left hand may not know
what the right hand is doing. We must have a
unified strategy to fight terrorism—we cannot
have agencies fighting turf battles.

There has been some movement in the right
direction to respond to the threat of terrorism.
In May, the Administration announced the for-
mation of ten regional rapid assessment
teams. These teams are part of the Defense
Department’s overall effort to support local,
state, and federal civil authorities in the event
of an incident involving the use of weapons of
mass destruction. Congress has included
money in the Fiscal Year 1999 DOD Author-
ized bill for this program, which is coordinated
through the National Guard. The Missouri Na-
tional Guard will play a leading role as host to
one of the ten regional terrorism response
teams.

The recent bombings are a terrible reminder
that we must take the threat of terrorism seri-
ously. We must realize that the struggle
against terrorism will be protracted, and more-
over, we must resist complacency—we must
not too quickly forget the death and destruc-
tion that can be wreaked by fanatical extrem-
ists committed to waging war on the United
States.

America has battled terrorism for many
years. We have acted to bring terrorists to jus-
tice, to penetrate their organizations, to disrupt
their plans, and to isolate their sponsors. Nev-
ertheless, it is a virtual certainty that American
citizens and American facilities will be at-
tacked again, and not just in the traditional ter-
rorist ways. To a distressing extent, the infor-
mation and components necessary to build
nuclear, chemical, or biological weapons of
mass destruction are increasingly and readily
accessible. In addition, the dependence of our
military services and critical civilian infrastruc-
tures on information technology has made us
vulnerable to information warfare. This vulner-
ability requires vigilance and the development
of protective and redundant systems so that
we can maintain our decisive technological
edge.

If Congress and the Administration are will-
ing to develop a unified strategy and commit
adequate resources, we can prepare an effec-
tive defense against terrorism. First, we must
give careful scrutiny to the United States
counter-terrorism and anti-terrorism programs
and policies. In addition, we must insist that
our military, law enforcement, intelligence, and
diplomatic forces are effectively arrayed,
equipped, and trained, and that they are given
the authority to take action against terrorists.
Finally, we must ensure that both anti-terror-
ism and counter-terrorism efforts are com-
prehensive and efficient.

f

ENCOURAGING ATTENTION TO
CONFERENCE ON ENVIRON-
MENTAL POLLUTANTS

HON. JOHN E. ENSIGN
OF NEVADA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 28, 1998

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
draw your attention to some important infor-
mation that all members of Congress and gov-
ernors will be receiving over the next couple of
days. It relates to a critical environmental
issue I have spoken about before—control of
oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions that threat-
en human health, agriculture and our natural
environment.

Back in July, I told you about the RENOx

1998 conference being held in my home
State. The purpose of this conference was to
examine the consequences of NOx pollution
and to recommend strategies for reducing the
millions of tons of NOx produced each year by
diesel trucks and buses and power generation
boilers and furnaces.

This week, The Gunnerman Foundation, the
lead sponsor of RENOx 1998, issued its report
on the findings and recommendations of this
international conference, which attracted some
of the best minds from government, industry,
academia and the scientific community to
tackle the NOx issue. Collectively, this group
broadened our public knowledge of the NOx

issue and identified specific strategies for
making meaningful reductions in this dan-
gerous pollutant. I would encourage you to
consider the group’s recommendations. This
information may serve very useful for us, as
policy makers, to begin to address this envi-
ronmental issue that affects everyone on this
planet.

Rudolf Gunnerman, the Chairman of The
Gunnerman Foundation whom I have spoken
about before as an environmental technology
pioneer, would like to work with Members of
Congress to develop solutions that quickly and
comprehensively address NOx pollution. The
urgency of this issue is obvious, because NOx

is a danger not only in the lower atmosphere
but is a precursor to ozone depletion in the
upper atmosphere. It is important to address
this problem before there are serious con-
sequences.

In that light, I hope that you will give this
matter some serious thought and attention, so
that we can begin to address this important
issue after our fall recess.
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